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For all these reasons I put investment very high on my
priority list.

2. ALTERNATIVE TAX APPROACHES FOR STIMULATING INVESTMENT

There are basically two approaches for stimulating
investment with tax policy: (a) tax incentives directly
tied to investment; and (b) reductions in corporate taxes.

(a) Tax incentives directly tied to investment

There are a number of possible measures which would
link reductions in business taxation directly to investment.
The conventional measures are the Investment Tax Credit (ITC)
and Accelerated Depreciation (through increasing the Asset
Depreciation Range, ADR). The ITC and ADR are generally
estimated to be 2 to 3 times more powerful as stimulants
to investment per dollar of budget impact than a reduction
in corporate taxes.

In making investment decisions, business firms examine
not only the size of their future markets ("Do we need an
expansion in capacity?"), but also investment opportunities
which introduce new technology and increase efficiency
("Will this investment pay for itself by way of lower costs?").
The ITC or ADR reduce the cost of investing in new technology
and efficiency-raising projects. As a consequence, some
investments which would not be sufficiently profitable
without the ITC or ADR become profitable with them.

(b) Reducing taxes on corporate source income

There are a number of ways of reducing generally the
rate of taxation on corporate income: full integration,
partial integration (the Treasury proposal), or a reduction
of the corporate tax rate. They all have about the same
effect on investment per dollar of revenue loss, although
partial integration may have the smallest stimulative
effect as I explain below. In terms of both economic
efficiency and a progressive income distribution, full
integration is probably the best.

Partial integration is essentially a tax reduction
on dividends. Overall, partial integration (together
with a 2 percent increase in the corporate tax rate)
would cost $15 billion in 1981. It is hard to see what
we get for that money.
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There are three reasons why this large revenue loss
would be less likely to stimulate investment over the
next four years than other alternatives:

1. Unlike direct tax incentives (ITC or ADR),
the "reward" of tax reduction will come whether or
not a firm invests.

2. Under partial integration (particularly when
capital gains are taxed as ordinary income), the higher
the dividend payout ratio, the greater the tax savings
to stockholders. As a result, formidable stockholder
pressures to increase dividends are likely to develop.
An example of the return to increased payout is shown
in the attached table. If dividend payout ratios rose,
corporations would have to raise more funds externally
(which they have been reluctant to do). This effect
of partial integration may tend to inhibit investment,
especially in the early years of the scheme.

3. In order to reduce the cost of its proposal,
the Treasury proposes not to pass through to stockholders
the advantage of the existing ITC. For a typical company,
paying out one-half its profits in dividends, this cuts
in half the investment incentives currently provided by
the ITC.

As noted earlier, direct incentives for investment
{such as ADR or ITC) are around 2 to 3 times more
effective than general corporate tax reductions in
stimulating investment per dollar of tax loss. Points
2 and 3 above may make the differential impact on
investment even larger.

3. POLITICAL AND PRACTICAL LIMITATIONS

It seems to be accepted truth that an increase in
the ITC will not fly politically. One possible alternative
is indexing depreciation to reflect rising prices of
capital goods. However, this would set a dangerous
precedent and raises some sticky problems of equity.

As a consequence, I think we should consider the
following realistic possibilities for direct investment
stimulus:






For example, consider the effect of alternative
proposals on households with incomes over $50,000.
For the same investment effect, the tax reduction
to these households would be approximately $3 billion
for partial integration, but only $1-1/2 billion for
ITC or ADR.

(b) If you decide to choose some form of
integration, it is not necessary to go all the way.
There is merit in retaining some separate tax on
corporation earnings, even when those are distributed
and taxed as dividends. The privilege of limited
liability is immensely valuable and essential to
building up large agglomerations of capital. Some
part of the corporate tax can be considered as the
price paid for this privilege.

Some Novel Proposals

We are also investigating a number of more novel
alternatives.

The greater stimulative effect on investment of the
ITC and the ADR relative to reductions in corporate taxes
diminishes over time. Over the next four to five years,
ITC and ADR will stimulate much more investment than
the other forms of reducing corporate taxes, but
eventually that superiority becomes smaller.

Since the need for investment growth over the next
three to five years is urgent, it would be possible to
introduce some form of special ADR or ITC increase, and
then phase it down to zero as i1ntegration was gradually
phased in. Moreover, we could propose a net ITC (a credit
only for investment in excess of a fixed base period
depreciation, or in excess of 75 percent of such
depreciation). This would give a very large "bang for
the buck" -- probably several times greater than the
regular ITC or ADR. It would "reward" only those who
are doing more than routinely replacing their existing
capital.

These kinds of ideas have a number of complications
but are worth exploring further, and we are doing so.





















































































































TF SEC \RY OF 1 REASL (¢
WASHINGTON

June 14, 1977

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

Subject: Status of Regional Appointments in the Treasury
Department

The Treasury Department has seven Presidential appointments
in field offices within the Bureau of the Mint (see attachment).
At present, one of the positions is vacant and six of the
positions are filled with persons appointed by the previous
Administration. ©No action has yet been taken on their employ-
ment status for two reasons.

First, it has not been determined as yet the structure
that will be established for the Bureau of the Mint. Reorga-
nization studies are currently in process with recommendations
to follow in the very near future. The second reason is that
four of the positions are highly technical and require a great
degree of technical expertise. 1In order to better understand
the requirements of the positions and thus seek persons capable
of performing the functions, it has been necessary to move more
slowly in the possible replacement of the incumbents.

As soon as these related studies are completed, some
personnel changes are contemplated. The present incumbents'
cooperation has been acknowledged and they have been informed
that as soon as final decisions are made as to the future
operational structure of the Mint, they will be properly

advised on their employment tenure.

W. Michael Blumenthal

Attachment



















































THE WHITE HOUSE

;)mwj M /j ""97

ACTION
FYI

m7 ﬁz«:g\

MONDALE ENROLLED BILL
COSTANZA AGENCY REPORT
EIZENSTAT CAB DECISION,
JORDAN EXECUTIVE ORDER
LIPSHUTZ Comments due to
MOORE Carp/Huron within
POWELL 48 hours; due to
WATSON Staff Secretary

next day

FOR STAFFING

FOR INFORMATION

FROM PRESIDENT'S OUTBOX

1OG IN/TO PRESIDENT TODAY

IMMEDIATE TURNAROUND

ARAGON

BOURNE TANCE
BRZEZINSKI TINDER
BUTLER MITCHELL
CARP POSTON

H. CARTER PRESS
CLOUGH B. RAINWATER
FALLOWS SCHLESINGER
FIRST LADY SCHNEIDERS
GAMMILL SCRULTZE
HARDEN SIEGEL

HOYT SMITH
HUTCRESON ~ |STRAUSS
JAGODA TWELLS

KING VOORDE



















THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

Landon:

The most important people

arenot.on_this list--
#"Bert Lance “for 1.

HfoT 1t because

it has long been a sore

point and it would

open it up...as long

as there is some

knowledge by the EOB

people who might be

affected.

For Mess--why not, as

long as Jody and his

people are careful. Jody
knows more than anyone

how much the reporters will
learn of what is going on.
It probably is ok.-they

find t . Gulley
0 Q¢ Supd
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June 2,

FOR ACTION: FOR INFORMATION:

The Vice President

Midge Costanza Jack Watson
Stu Eizenstat Joe Aragon
Hamilton Jordan Hugh Carter ‘ o 8.
Bob Lipshutz . Richard Harden w077 JUN 2 M 10 |
Frank Moore 91

FROM: Rick Hutcheson, Staff Secretary

SUBJECT: Jody Powell memo 6/1 re White House Reporters
entry to the Executive Office Building.

YOUR RESPONSE MUST BE DELIVERED
TO THE STAFF SECRETARY BY:

TIME: 10:00 A.M.
DAY: SATURDAY

DATE: JUNE 4, 1977

ACTION REQUESTED:
X _ Your comments '
Other: s (/L/

Wﬂ %ﬁ\—/
STAFF RESPONSE:

I concur. No comment.
Please note other comments below:
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if you have any questions or if you anticipate a dc\e;y in submitting the required i: / olay mtﬂ/’ e 3 U":‘"‘
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STATEMENT

This Voyager spacecraft was constructed by the
United States of America. We are a community of 240
million human beings among the more than 4 billion who
inhabit the planet Earth. We human beings are still
divided into nation states, but these states are rapidly
becoming a single global civilization.

We cast this message into the cosmos. It is likely
to survive a billion years into our future, when our
civilization is profoundly altered and the surface of
the Earth may be vastly changed. Of the 200 billion
stars in the Milky Way galaxy, some -- perhaps many --
may have inhabited planets and spacefaring civilizations.
If one such civilization intercepts Voyager and can
understand these recorded contents, here is our message:

This is a present from a small distant world,

a token of our sounds, our science, our images,

our music, our thoughts and our feelings. We

are attempting to survive our time so we may

live into yours. We hope someday, having solved

the problems we face, to join a community of

galactic civilizations. This record represents

our hope and our determination, and our good
will in a vast and awesome universe.

I

~<::::::2;:;7 lee

Presiden® of the United States
of America
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THE PRESIDENT HAS SEEN,

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

June 15, 1977

MEETING WITH DELEGATION FROM
THE COMMITTEE FOR NATIONAL HEALTH INSURANCE
LED BY DOUG FRASER AND LEONARD WOODCOCK
Thursday, June 16, 1977
9:30 a.m. (15 minutes)
The Roosevelt Room

From: Stu Eizenstat ésﬁfb&

Joe Onek

I. PURPOSE

To recognize their commitment to National Health
Insurance and Cost Containment.

II. BACKGROUND, PARTICIPANTS & PRESS PLAN

A. Background: The Committee for National Health
Insurance, sponsored primarily by the UAW, has long advo-
cated a broad National Health Insurance plan -- the Health
Security Act (Kennedy-Corman). On Thursday, they are hold-
ing a citizen's meeting on health care which will stress the
need for both National Health Insurance and Cost Containment.
This delegation contains representatives of many of the
underserved groups in our society.

B. Participants: Doug Fraser, President UAW; Leonard
Woodcock, Former President UAW; Melvin A. Glasser, Director
of Social Security Department, UAW; Dr. Mathilde Krim,
Biochemist, Sloan Kettering Cancer Center (wife of Arthur
Krim, leading Democratic fund raiser); Max Fine, Executive
Director, Committee for National Health Insurance; Charles
Deegan, heads Intercity Community Medical Center, Chippawa
Indian; Mike Wilson, Steelworkers Union, Texas; Max Serchuk,
heads Florida Council of Senior Citizens; Dr. Robert Harmon,
Baltimore Physician, Sister Regina Foppe, Texas; Barbara
Mitchell, Black woman who runs free medical clinic in
Louisville; Roberto Hanson, leader of chicano group active
in health; Edward London, Chicago paint plant worker for 35
vears; Nellijie Bradfield, farmworker; Tom Romero, migrant
worker; Mary Jane Patterson, United Presbyterian Church,
Linda Smith, Director of Planning, Community Action Agency;
Domestic Policy Staff, Stu Eizenstat, Joe Onek, Bob Havely,
Roger Platt.

Electrostatic Copy Made
for Preserva Purposes












Michael Blouin
(D-Iowa 2)

Neal Smith
(D-Iowa 4)

Tom Harkin
(D-Iowa 5)

Berkley Bedell
(D-Iowa 6)

Martha Keys
(D-Kansas 2)

Dan Glickman
(D-Kansas 4).

Bruce Ventq
(D-Minn 4)

Richard Nolan
"(D-Minn 6)

DISTRICT DATA

Northeast corner of state.

Major cities: Cedar Rapids,
Dubuque, - Clinton.

37% central city; 17% suburban.

South central part of state.
Major city: Des Moines
43% central city; 18% suburban.

Southwest corner of the state.
Major cities: Ames, Council
Bluffs.
% central city; 19% suburban.

Northwest corner of state.

Major cities: Fort Dodge,
Sioux City.

18% central city; 4% suburban.

Northeast corner of state.

WHIN ELECTED

et 41 3ty i s St

1974

1958

1974

1974

1974

Major cities: Manhattan, Topeka,

Kansas City. _
28% central city; 14% suburban.

Ce: ral section of state
Major city: Wichita.

" 61% central city; 8% suburban.

Eastern side of the state.
Major city: St. Paul.
65% central city; 35% suburban.

Southwest corner of the state.

Major cities: - Minneapolis; St.
Cloud.

0% central city; 6% suburban.

1976

1976

1974

19763

50.3

69.1

64.9

67.4

50.7

50.3

66.4

59.8

QOpaT

ITEE AZSIONILNT

12,
#27,

Education & Labof_
Government Operations

Chairman-Small Business

#11,

#16,
#11,

#18,
$#12,

#17,
28,
$#22,

30,

#30,

#12,

$#16,

Appropriations

Agriculture
Science & Technology

Agriculture
Small Business

Ways and Means

Agriculture
Science & Technology

Banking, Finance and
Urban Affairs. '
Interior and Insular
Affairs.

Agriculture
(Chrmn-Family Farms,
Rural Development &

.Special Studies Subc.)

Small Business



AL L TOT
FUTER
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James Oberstar
(D-Minn 8)

Max Baucus
(D-Montana 1)

. John Cavanaugh
(D-Nebraska 2)

Les Aspin
(D-Wisc 1)

Robert Kastenmeier
(D=Wisc 2)

Alvin Baldus
(D=Wisc 3)

Clement Zablockl
(D-Wisc 4)

Robert Cornell .
(D-Wisc 8)

- Toby Moffett
(D-Conn 6)

DISTRICT DATA

Northeast section of state.

Major cities: Duluth, St,
Paul.

21% central city; 46% suburban.

Western section of the state.
Major cities: Helena, Missoula.
0% central city; 0% suburban.

Mideastern tip of the state.
Major city: Omaha
70% central city; 21% suburban.

Southeast section of state.

Major cities: Racine, Kenosha,
Janesville, Beloit. .

35% central city; 23% suburban.

Southern section of the state.
Major city: Madison
35% central city; 24% suburban.

Western section of. the state.

Major cities: Eau Claire, La
Crosse. : , A .

10% central c¢ity; 6% suburban.

Southeast section of the state.
Major city: Milwaukee
46% central city; 54% suburban.

‘Northeastern section of the state.

Major city: Green Bay
29% central city; 27% suburban.

Northwest sgction of state.
Major city: Bristol

-26% central city; 51% suburban.

WHIN ELECTED

1974

1974

1976

1970

1958

1974

1948

1974

1974

19763

100

66.4

54.6

64.9

65.6

58.1

100

50.9

56.6

COMMUPTLLE ATS L0

#24, Merchant Marine and
Fisheries. .

#13, Public Works and
Transportation.

#33, Appropriations

#27, Banking, Finance ard
Urban Affairs.

#15, Armed Services
#22, Government Operations

#3, Interior and Insular
Affairs.

#3, Judiciary
(Chrmn-Courts, Civil
Liberties, and the /
Admin. of Justice Subc)

#14, Agriculture

#15, Small Business

Chairman-International
Relations.

#13, Education & Labor
#11, Veterans' Affairs

#20, Government Operations
#20Q, Interstate & Foreign
Commerce.



MERMHBER

Norman D'Amours
(D-NH 1)

Charles Carney
(D-Ohio 19)

John Dent
(D-Pa 21)

John Brademas
(D-Ind 3)

Philip Sharp
(D-Ind 10)

Andy Jacobs
(D-Ind 11)

Antonio Borja
_ Won Pat
(D-Guam)

Paul Rogers -
(D-Fla 11)

DISTRICT DATA

Eastern side of state,
Major city: New Castle
24% central city; 8% suburban.

Northeast section of state.
Major city: Youngstown
44% central city; 56% suburban.

Southwest section of state.
Major city: Pittsburgh.
0% central city; 100% suburban.

Northcentral tip of state.

Major cities: South Bend,
Elkhart.

27% central city; 25% suburban.

Mideastern section of state.
Major cities: Muncie, Richmond.
15% central city; 27% suburban.

Mid-center of the state.
Major city: Indianapolis
93% central 'city; 7% suburban.

Delegate to Guam.

Southeast section of state.
Major cities: West Palm Beach,
Boca Raton, Pompano Beach.
13% central city; 87% suburban.

YHEN ELECTED

B e e TR S

1974

1970 °

1958

1958

1974

1974
1972

1955

1976%

68.1

50.2

59.4

56.9

59.8

60.4

100

91.1 -

COMMITTEE AZ:IONHENT

#23, Banking, Finance and
Urban Affairs.

#21, Merchant Marine and
Fisheries.

#11, Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

#7, Small Business

#6, Veterans' Affairs
(Chrmn-Cemeteries ,and
Burial Benefits Subc)

#3, Education and Labor
(Chrmn-Labor Standards
Subcommittee)

#2, House Administration
(Chrmn-Accounts Subc).

#4, Education and Labor
(Chrmn-Select Educa-
tion SubcommitteeO

#4, House Administration

.#22, Interior and Insular

Affairs
#18, Interstate and Foreign
Commerce

#15, Ways and Means

#20, Armed Services
#10, Interior and Insular
Affairs.

#4, Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.
(Chrmn-Health and the
Environment Subcom)

#4, Merchant Marine and
Fisheries.



MEMBER

Carl- Perkins
(D-Kent 7)

Jack Brooks
(D-Texas 9)

Bo Ginn
(D-Ga 1)

Elliott Levitas
(D-Ga 4)

Larry McDonald
(D~-Ga 7)

ILL.H. Fountain

(D-NC 2)

Stephen Neal
(D-NC 5)

Mendel Davis
(D-SC 1)

DISTRICT DATA

Eastern section of state.
Major city: Ashland

6% central city; 5% suburban.

Southeast section of state.
Major cities: Galveston,
Houston.

60% central city; 38% suburban.

Southeast section of state.

Major city: Savannah

26% central city; 15% suburban.

Mid-central section of state.

Major city: Atlanta.

16% central city; 80% suburban.

Northwest section of state.

Major cities: Atlanta, ‘Marietta.
¢ central city; 54% suburban.

Northcenter section of state.

Major city: .Rocky Mount.

0% central city; 13% suburban.

Northwest section of state.
Major city: Winston-Salem.

29% central city; 18% suburban.

Southern tip of state.
Major city: Charleston

15% central'city; 54% suburban.

WHFN ELECTED

1948

.1952

1972

1974

1974

1952

1974

1971

}976%

73.2

100

99.9

-68.3

55.1

100

54.2

68.9

COMMITTEE ASSIONGENT

Chairman-Education &vLabor

Chairman-Government Opera-
tions. ‘
#2, Judiciary

#13, Merchant Marine and
- Fisheries,

#9, Public Works and
Transportation.
(Chrmn-Investigations

and Review Subcomm)

#18, Government Operations
#12, Public Works and
Transportation.

#23, Armed Services.

'#2, Government Operations

(Chrmn-Intergovernment-

al Relations & Human

Resources Subcommittee
#2, International Relations

#11, Banking, Finance &
~ Urban Affairs.
(Chrmn~-International
Trade, Investment &
Monetary Policy Subc)
#18, Science & Technology

#17, Armed Services.
#12, House Administration



MUNBER

Butler Derrick
(D-sC 3)

Marilyn Lloyd
(D-Tenn 3)

Ed Jones
(D~-Tenn 7)

Phillip Burton
(D-Calif o)

Augustus Hawkins
(D-calif 29)

George Danielson
(D.—Calif 30)

'George Brown, Jr.
(D~Calif 36)

DISTRICT DATA - WHIN ELECIED

e PPy st s B e

Western side of state. 1974
Major city: Anderson
% central city; 35% suburban.

Southeast part of state. 1974

Major cities: Oak Ridge,
Chattanooga.

25% central city; 40% suburban.

West side of state. | 1969
Major cities: Jackson, Memphis. '
10% central city; 16% suburban.

Midwestern section of the state. 1964
Major city: San Francisco
100% central city; 0% suburban

Southwest part of the state. 1962
Major city: ~Los Angeles
57% central city; 43% suburban.

Southwest part of the state. 1970
Major city: Los Angeles
0% central city; 100% suburban

Southwest part of the state. 1972
Major city: Los Angeles
46% central city; 37% suburban

19763

99.9

67.5

100

66.1

85.4

74.4

61.6"

COMMITTEE ALSIONVNT

#19, Banking, Finance &.
Urban Affairs.

#9, Budget. .
(Chrmn-Budget Process
Task Force) ’

#17, Public Works and
Transportation.
#15, Science & Technology.

#5, Agriculture.
(Chrmn—-Conservation &
Credit Subcommittee)

#8, House Administration
(Chrmn-Services -Subc)

#7, BEducation & Labor
#2, Interior and Insular
Affairs.
(Chrmn-National Parks
and Insular Affairs
Subcommittee)

45, Education & Labor

(Chrmn-Employment

Opportunities Subcom)
#5, House Administration

(Chrmn-Printing Subc)

“$#10, Judiciary

(Chrmn-Administrative

Law & Governmental '

Relations Subcommittee
#7, Veterans' Affairs

#7, Agriculture

#6, Science & Technology
{Chrmn-The Environ-
ment & the Atmosphere
Subcommittee)



MUMSER

Don Bonker
(D-Wash 3)

Thomas Foley
(D-Wash 5)

,Jerry Ambro
(D-NY 3)

Lester Wolff
{D-NY 6)

James Delaney

(D-NY 9)

Shirley Chisholm

(D-NY 12)

Leo Zeferetti

(D-NY 15)

John Murphy
(D-NY 17)

James Hanley
"(D-NY 32)

WHEN ELEBECTED

e 4 e e e

DISTRICT DATA

Western side -of state. 1974
Major city: Olympia
0% central city; 36% suburban.

4.

East side of the state. 1964
Major city: Spokane
35% central city; 24% suburban.

South tip of the state. _ 1974
Major city: New York
¢ central city; 100% suburban

South tip of the state. 1964
Major city: New York :
54% central city; 46% suburban.

South tip of the state.. 1948
Major city: New York
100% central city; 0% suburban.

South tip of the state. ' . 1968
Major city: New York
100% central city; 0% suburban

South tip of.the state. ' - 1974
Major city: New York ) _ :
100% central-city; 0% suburban.

South tip of the state. 1962
Major city: New York
100% central city; 0% suburban .

Central section of the state. 1964
Major city: Syracuse.
22% central city; 47% suburban.

19763

70.8

58
52 .

61.8

95.1
87
63.2

65.6

54.8

COMMITTEL ALS LONHENT

#17, International
Relations. 4

£19, Merchant Marine and
Fisheries

Chairman-Agriculture

#14, Public Works and
Transportation.
#13, Science & Technology.

#9, International Relations
{(Chrmn-Asian and
Pacific Affairs Subc)

#8, Veterans' Affairs

Chairman-Rules

#10-Rules

#16, Education & Labor

- #23, Merchant Marine and

Fisheries.

Chairman-Merchant Marine
and Fisheries.

#7, Interstate & Foreign
Commerce

#8, Banking, Finance &
Urban Affairs .
#3, Post Office and Civil
Service.
(Chrmn-Postal Operation
and Services Subcom)
#9, Small Business



MEVRIR, .
Henry Nowak
(D-NY 37) .

Wwilliam Hughes
(D-NJ 2)

Joseph Minish
(D-NJ 11)

Edwarvaatten‘
(D-NJ 15)

Goodloe Byron
" {D-MD 6)

Dan Daniel
(D-VA 5)

Robert Mollochan
(D-w VA 1) -

Harley Staggers
“(D-W VA 2)

Lindy Boggs
(D-La- 2)

-

- Central cities:
0% central city; 100% suburban.

~Major cities:

DISTRIGY DATA -

East side of the state.
Major city: Buffalo -~ _
92% central city; 8% suburban.

Southern tip of state.
Major city: Atlantic City.

29% central city; 47% suburban.

Northcentral part of state.

y

East central part of the state.
.Major city:-

Perth Amboy
% central city; 9% suburban

Northwestern length of state.
Cumberland,
Hagerstown. : y
% central city; 40% suburban.
Southern section of the state.
Major city:  Richmong

0% central city; 13% suburban.

Northern tip.ef.the'state,
Major city: Wheeling

17% central city; 22% suburban.

.Eastern side of the state.

Major city: Morgantown
$ central city; 0% suburban

Southern tip of the state.
Major city: New Orleans
61% central.city; 39% suburban
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1974
1974

1962

Newark, Passaic.

1962
1970
1968
1968
1948

1973

19768

78,
61.

67.

59

-100

58

13.

92.

g
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415,
#19,

415,
#25,

. #6,

#11,

" 15,

$25,
#13,

¥12,

#7,

#11,

$9,

sty

Public Works andb
Transportation.
Small Business

Jud1c1ary
Merchant -Marine and
Fisheries.

Banking, Finance and

Urban Affairs.
(Chrmn-General Over-
sight and Renegotia-
tion Subcommittee)
House Administration

Appropriatibns.

Armed Services
Interior & Insular
Affairs.

Armed Services
District of Columbia.

Armed Services
House Administration
(Chrmn-Office Systems
Subcommittee)

Chairman-Interstate and
.Foreign Commerce.

#35,

Appropriations






